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FREESE Tables (1)>%)

3.1 HISPO S : ERTE % L& Evaluating HISP: Before-and-After Comparison

fTA®R AR -3 t-stat

RETOEEE (KFL) 7.84 1449  -6.65** -39.76
EIIEEKE%

3.2 HISPOO T4 : ERTE R DO EIR 4T Evaluating HISP: Before-and-After with Regression Analysis

#oR SZERKRVER

RETOEREICKH T LZEDHTEMB KAL) -6.65** -6.71**
(0.23) (0.23)

F(NIIRERE, “FTEEKE1%

3.3 HISPO T : REAE —ERBAFEDTHIEDLLE Evaluating HISP: Enrolled-Nonenrolled Comparison of Means

mA  JEA = t-stat

RETOEEE (KRIL) 7.84 223 | -14.46* -49.08
A IIEEKEY%

3.4 HISPO Tl : REAE — ERBABDEIZSHHT Evaluating HISP: Enrolled-Nonenrolled Regression Analysis

wmizElE  SEERVEE

RETOBEBREICHTIZEDHETEME CKRIL) -14.46** -9.98**
(0.33) (0.29)

F(NITRERE, “(TAEKE1%

4.1 HISPOEH : R—RX 54> THOIEF ExtBBF D/Y52 R Evaluating HISP: Balance between Treatment and Comparison Villages at
Baseline

RE xt B4
HHEDEFH (n=2964) (n=2664) = t—#Et =
EEECKRIL 1HEF1EHRY) 14.49 14.57 -0.08 -0.73
HEE O EE (F) 41.66 42.29 -0.64 -1.69
BB & DE# (F) 36.84 36.88 0.04 0.12
HEEDHERE (F) 2.97 2.81 0.16* 2.3
REEDHERE (F) 2.7 2.67 0.03 0.43

HEENZHE =1 0.07 0.08 -0.01 -0.58



HITH & =1 0.43 0.42 0.01 0.69

HEAR 577 5.71 0.06 1.12
RAENTLNS =1 0.72 0.73 -0.01 -1.09
BRBNHD =1 0.57 0.56 0.01 1.04
THDIES(ANIE—)L) 1.68 1.72 -0.04 -0.57
Rl E TOEERE (km) 109.2 106.29 2.91* 2.57
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4.2 HISPOFHT : |MAE BBV T EFHED LLE: Evaluating HISP: Randomized Assignment with Comparison of Means

WER  xERF = t—fEtE

R—RFGAVTOHEFEDEEE CKFIL) 1449 1457 -0.08 -0.73
7A40—7v T TOHFBFDERE CKKIL) 7.84 1798 -10.14** -49.15

FIEREEZE0.01,

4.3 HISPO 51l : S|4 AZIY 41+ LEIE#ERHT Evaluating HISP: Randomized Assignment with Regression Analysis

AL LEERMEF
HEERE~NDIU/N\INEEE -10.14**(0.39)  -10.01** (0.34)
T (NITRERE, “(TAEKE1%

5.1 HISPOFHl : EE AL S MEMTOEHED LLE Evaluating HISP: Randomized Promotion Comparison of Means

ZEe ERMA  E= t—H#fEHE

R—RZAVTHOEHFOERERE 17.19 17.24 -0.05 -0.47
J40—T7Yv I TOHFOERE 14.97 18.85 -3.87 -16.43
HISPAD SN 49.20% 8.42%  40.78%  49.85

5.2 HISPD ST : £ A&7 INE RN L ERERHT Evaluating HISP: Randomized Promotion with Regression Analysis

REbEE ZEEREEE
-9.50** -9.74*
HEEBRBEADAU/\INEEE CERIL) (0.52) (0.46)
F I BEKE %,

6. 1HISPO T : ElIR S HTE ALV -EIRTEHK T (> Evaluating HISP: Regression Discontinuity Design with Regression Analysis

ZEE/RMEIT
-9.03**
HEEBRE~DAU/\IMEEE (0.43)
FE(RITEERE, “IEEEKE1%,

71 250 =%(DD)DEHE  Calculating the Difference-in-Differences (DD) Method



F& E 2] =9

A& - SN B A B-A

xtB8-JES D C D-C

=5 B-D A-C DD=(B-A)-(D-C)
Ei& E ) =57

WE -5 0.74 0.6 0.14

xtB8-JES 0.81 0.78 0.03

=5 -0.07 -0.18 DD =0.14-0.03 =0.11

7.2 HISPEEMI: Z 5 DEDFEHED LLE  Evaluating HISP: Difference-in-Differences Comparison of Means

E#®(I+rO0—7vY) BRI (R—RF1V) =5
&m 7.84 14.49 -6.65
JESm 22.30 20.79 1.51
=5 DD =-6.65-1.51=-8.16

F:CORIEHISPOMARRIZE TS, SIN-FTESMOEFENEND ., REFTDERE (FIL) DFEHEEZRLTNE
ER

7.3 HISPEEE : BRI ZAL-EZH DEDFER Evaluating HISP: Difference-in-Differences with Regression Analysis

miEE ZEEHRBEE
-8.16** -8.16**
HEERE~DA/\IMEERE (0.32) (0.32)
E(NNERERE, “(ETAEKE1%,

8.1 R—RASAUDOE A HEICEIUBER AT DH#TE Estimating the Propensity Score Based on Baseline Observed Characteristics

HRZEH - Zm=1 TARTOHRALEH BRI LT-EHBAZE %K
BT A—RSAUTHBISh I E3 E3
HEE D E#E (F) -0.013** -0.021**
FL (B E O F#5 (F) -0.008** -0.041**
HEFTOHERE (F) -0.022**

BLiBE DHEEBERE () -0.016*

HEEALHE =1 -0.02

T & =1 0.161**

AR 0.119**

FENTER =1 0.376**

PRENHD =1 -0.124**

THDIES(ANIE—)L) -0.028**

fRBEE T O EEHE (km) 0.002**

E -0.497** 0.554**

F:JOEYMEIR, REEHIE, EHHEAHISPICEIRL-HRIT1T, T3THANMERF0TH S, HREIL. HFHEAHISPIZM
AL-HERIZHNT 5. FRALRDOFSEERT .
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8.2 HISPD T : N—RSA > DEFMICE IV F I EFHEDLEE; Evaluating HISP: Matching on Baseline Characteristics and
Comparison of Means

Zm T uF L%t =7
17.79
HHOERE CKRIL) 7.84 (TARTOHRALRHZEREA) -9.95
19.9
(RELI-EREAZHEER) -11.35

FCORF SMEFEIYF LA BHFEOFHHTEREEZLERLI-DO

8.3 R—RSA UM DOTYF LS EEIFENHT Evaluating HISP: Matching on Baseline Characteristics and Regression Analysis

R EF Az [ER
(TRTOFHAZEHRTIYYTF) (BRELI-ZREAZEH T YF)
-9.95** -11.35**
HEEBRBE~DA/\IMEEE CKRIL) (0.24) (0.22)

F:ORNIFRERE ARKE ™ =1%

8.4 R—RSANHEDTYF LT LA G4 ET-DD Evaluating HISP: Difference-in-Differences Combined with Matching on Baseline
Characteristics

TRTOFAEHEANT
Zm TyFLI-x R =5
JHa—7v7 7.84 17.79 -9.95
HEDEEE (CKFIL) AR—XF5M4> 14.49 15.03 0.54
IYFLI=ENDE =
-9.41*
(0.19)

F: ORIFRERE, MERAKERAVTER, ARKE ™ =1%

B10.1.1 70455 L% DZEESD Summary of Program Design

B Ayt—CDiELE At —CDIEE BEH
1 YA T —DH 258 73
2 AT — + $Efip 238 74
3 )AL E—DH #H 70
4 )AL — + 5k &8 72
5 7L (BB EE) L 139

111 7055 LMERIL—ILEFESEMFEDBIR Relationship between a Program’s Operational Rules and Impact Evaluation
Methods
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1241 HREBAZEIOD IO A2/ MHEBIO R Cost of Impact Evaluations of a Selection of World Bank—Supported Projects

5| AR RS SLOKER? 7045 L3aXk
BERCKRIL) (KEKL) 2Kz hHHDB

A2\ EE (IE) IEQXFDEE
t—DOTa VR EE TILxFT7Y 750,000 38,800,000 1.9
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N
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IO = e PP )
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12.2 HREBITNZIELIZAV /I MNEEO— S D ERAZEEETLI-HD Disaggregated Costs of a Selection of World Bank—Supported
Impact Evaluations
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12.3 12\ DF E Bl Sample Budget for an Impact Evaluation
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15.1 5 RX5—DH| Examples of Clusters
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15.2 HISP+MD Tl : % 510.9 T, SESEFLR/MEENRITHER YT ILH (X Evaluating HISP+: Sample Size Required to Detect
Various Minimum Detectable Effects, Power = 0.9

R/MRHZNR MEEF xtEREF YT I
1KFIL 1,334 1,334 2,668
2KFIL 336 336 672

KE S 1% 150 150 300

T RMREMRE. AR\ IHENRE RS R OEREBCRBEOR/IOBVEEZRLTVEY RS =
0.9. V5 R5—7L,

15.3 HISP+ DL : 4215 110.8 T, SESFHFR/MERHE B RICHEL YT ILH (X Evaluating HISP+: Sample Size Required to Detect
Various Minimum Detectable Effects, Power = 0.8

R/AMRETR WiEE xf BEEF YT ILEBE
1REL 1,004 1,004 2,008
YES IR 251 251 502
KRV 112 112 224

T RMREMRE. A INHRNRE TR HEOEREBCRIBEOR/IOBRVEERLTVFEY BN =
0.8, 75R5—7L,

15.4 HISP+D i : 8 H 1 = 0.8, V5 REZ—HL T, SESFLRR/MEEMRICTHELG Y TIL YA X (RIEFIAEO#EM) Evaluating
HISP+: Sample Size Required to Detect Various Minimum Desired Effects (Increase in Hospitalization Rate)

R/MRER
(IN—tUFRAUR) E B xR A YT ILEBE

1 7,257 7,257 14,514



2 1,815 1,815 3,630
3 807 807 1,614

15.5 HISP+MDFF{fi: # Hi /10.8. V5 R2—DHRAF100T, A GR/NMEEHDRICHLELG YT LG A X (HFEBEEDRED) Evaluating
HISP+: Sample Size Required to Detect Various Minimum Detectable Effects (Decrease in Household Health Expenditures)

DSRB—H-YDL HSRE—HBYDHUTILE ISR E—LHLOYUT))LE

w/AMEHHR VIR —H vk 2 24
1REIL 100 102 10,200 2,008
2KE)L 90 7 630 502
3KKIL 82 3 246 224

T RMESIRE AN TMHETRESNS S #HFEREACRBHED. RPOBIBEERLTVET, I5R5—
T, VSRE—DHETHY ., EDI6DFNHARBEDISIREI—H. L5F I NVEFRDISREI—KELGVET,

15.6 HISP+D T i : i H 710.8 T, SESFHITREZ—HITHL T, R/IIR 2KFILERE T HDICBHELH T ILH (X Evaluating
HISP+: Sample Size Required to Detect a US$2 Minimum Impact for Various Numbers of Clusters

R/AMRETR VSRE—% VS3RE—4=Y DAY DSRE—HBYDYTIEH
2RIV 30 50 1,500

YES Y 58 13 754

PES IR 81 8 648

2KFIL 90 7 630

2RIV 120 5 600
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